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.content and began to be observ

At some point, language stopped being mterpreted purely as

/.”

WA

This shift did not orlglnate frq | a smgle event. It emerged
from repeating exposure to patt rns in everyday
communication- patterns that 'econswtent repeatable, and
often unexamlned ane ldentl fd these patterns could not be
|gnored AR | NG

by ;,-‘

An initial attempt was made to model this space. That system
attempted to’capture a wide range of behaviors, patterns, and
mterpretatlons S|multaneously t failed. The scope was to
broad, the definitions were unstable, and the absence of
constraints produced low signal fldellty The system collapsed

under’amblgulty

This version is the result of reconstruction under constraints.:

MIND IS
THE HOST

External influence contributed to the re-framing of language
as an active system rather than a passwe medium. Specifically,
the idea that language caninfluence perceptlon and behavior
through.identifiable structuresinforméd the direction of this
model. That influence is acknowledged, but this systemis
independently defined and operationalized.

SITIISS +oot v oW + 4+ 4
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It does not attempt to model all communication. It isolates a :I’!'efined ;
osubset: linguistic mechanisms that pply pressure, reduce clarlty, or
mfluence decision-making. Tl}ese echanisms are required to meet
speC|f|c criteria. They must be observable within the text. They’ must
‘be distinguishable from general c'av Unlcatlon patterns. They must
produce a measurable effect on mt P retatlon or.response.

To-prevent drift, the system enfo _ces l|m|tat|ons Mechanlsm

-
I

~attribution is capped perinstance.’ mbrguous case}s are not forced into

classmcatlon Non mech‘anlsm patt rns.are tracked separately to °

._preserve baseline commumcatlon ehawor without contaminating the

—

mechanlsm layer.

“The medel operates on'a simple structure:

-Lariguage functions as a vector.

-The mind functions as a host.

-Mechanisms describe transmission.

-Behavior reflects outcome. —

This framework is not intended for judgment. It does not assume
mallcmus intent. Most communication-is non-coercive and should

+ @

HEREER

_'. remain unclassified at the mechanism level. The purpose of the system _*

|s dlfferent"atlon not generallzatlon

; The utility of VectorLLM is in precision.

SISILSS +ooit v o + 4+ + 4 4



" The system operates on a simple model: e

manipulation. Most communicatiopyis expressive, soci
_informational a\pd should remain u%classifiec! at them

' The purpose of th\e framew\og!( is diff eren;iéiion.
' The system separates:

- non-mechanism communication patter
—— e
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SYSTEM STATEMENT

VectorLLM is a constrained analytical framework for identifying

“linguistic mechanisms that influence perception, interpretation, and

decision-making.

e —

Language functions as avector.
The mind functions
Mechanisms describe transmission.

Behavior reflectsioutcome. .~ \ |

/
VectorLLM does not attfempt to cl‘assify all Eommunﬂu%tion as

9°r] H— <4
chanism level.

| /

- mechanisms that apply \Pressure;g

b
- and host vulnerabilities that increase susceptibility to influence.

- To preserve signal integrity, VectorLLM operates under strict

constraints: |

- Only observable structures are labeled
- Maximum two mechanisms per example

.- Ambiguous cases remain unlabeled
- Mechanisms, NMP patterns, and vulnerabilities remain separate
~ layers

- Intent is not assumed

FLLTTN
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‘VectorLLM prioritizes precision over volume.

‘The objective is not suspicion.
‘ The objective is clarity.

5 |
o identify when language shifts from neutral expression into-applied
‘ influence. |
|
|
|
|

To reduce over-interpretation through constrai
. To increase deliberate’communication through structural awareness. -

' VectorLLM is not designed t éﬁace hhd"m“agjudgmeh\t.
_Itis designed to/support |f through ‘consisten%__analysis f linguistic
e | | i 5

“strlgcture.{ o e M @5} T ] H— <
="Language carrie: directio'h.
' Clarity reducesi luence \
Constraint preser\IQs signal.

HERERR
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* 1. CORE MODEL
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SECTION I - FOUNDATIONS

\ 4

VectorLLM treats language as an actlve system rather than a

. passive medlum

mfluence on per

conditional. -

" reduce clarity, or influence interpretation.

At its core, the model is defined by fou ponents:

Language » Vector
Mind > Host

Language furetions as a vecto?@gﬁen it apﬁlies’ directi — 4
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Mechanisms describe how transmission occurs. They are _ !
identifiable, repeatable patterns in language that apply pressure, %

Behavior is the observable outcome. This includes decisions,
agreement, resistance, or propagation of the original message.

This model does not assume intent. It does not require
rpanipulation. It defines structure.

v
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- 2. DESIGN PRINCIPLES

- VectorLLM operates under constraint. These constraints are required
. to preserve signal and prevent oversinterpretation.

Precision over volume. Only label what is clearly observable. If a
mechanlsm cannot be directly supported by the text, it is not labeled

‘ isms per example. Limiting attribution
|
|

Maximum of two mecha s per exam
forces prioritization andreduces noise.

No forced classification. If a sampte does not clear X meet criteria, it

\
M,
\
b
\
T4 ‘

Separate layers. Mechanlsms, non- mechanlsm patterns (NMP), and
= vutnerabl‘ltles-?re d|st|nct They migst not be cpnflate - — 4

Ambiguity is valid. Uncertalnty'ls—-an' acceptable outcome. Not all
" inputs produce class\'(ication.

FLLTTN

Constraint is the system \Wlthguggp,s
into over-generalization.

int, the model collapses

- 3. CORE MECHANISMS

Mechanisms are defined as identifiable linguistic patterns that apply
pressure, reduce clarity, or influence decision-making.

<
\'\
\
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SECTION Il - MECHANISM LAYER

4
Each mechanism must meet the following criteria:

- It is observable in the text

> - It applies directional influence

-1t produces a measurable fﬁ?‘t on mterpretatlon or response

The system defines eighteen mec_h_amisms:

e

—

Identity Hook: Pl Bee"
Binds compliance to a valued identity, making disagr\eement feel
like self-betrayal. / |

f / \
| | NP R _
Bglongmg Lure: R " .}; Tiiids

Implies mcluswn or acceptance is pondltlonal on agreement or

compliance. N
' GuiltLoading:

Assigns responsibility for harm or negative outcomes to refusal or
. noncompliance. T |

Duty Frame: o

- Frames compliance as an obligation or responsibility that must be
- fulfilled.

Authority Frame:

~ Substitutes reasoning with reference to authority, discouraging
- independent evaluation.

|

d_--
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FLLTTN




"'n.fl E[IJRL[|| -+ LRELAT LA R ALY + 4+ +

Repetition Drive:

Uses repetition to substitute familiarity for reasoning.
3 v

Slogan Compression: |

Reduces complex ideas into short, repeatable phrases.

Compléxity Suppression: £ &
Dismisses nuance to force simplified or binary thinking.

Conflict Preemption:
Discourages disagreement b/gforeﬁt-eccyrs. \

N
4. MECHANISM DETECTION RULES \

| |

. |I Lo ﬁ”. : \ 3
P = | s i Y 2 . | )
Detection is based on carrier phrages. | # | s

A carrier phrasgis the spécjfic portion of /téxt that activates the
mechanism. It n'isst be identifiable and directly tied to the

definition of the mechanism.

\\
-

Process: A I

1. Isolate the exact phrase
-IdenLtJlfy the minimal text responsible for the effect.

2. Match to definition |
-The phrase must meet the criteria of the mechanism without

interpretation.

WV
(X3
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3. Confirm pressure

-Determine whether the phrase applies directional influence,

not just tone or emotion. -

4. Eliminate overlap

-If multiple mechanisms appeaf possible, select the strongest

and most direct. |

5. Enforce constrain
-Do not exceed

o
™~ \
B Y

Non-qualifiers

- Emotional tgne alone Aot a mgchanisrﬁ‘; \
- Narrative detail is not a mechanism 4
PPerstal oppnon is not a mech&ﬁ m ] = 4

- General statements W|thout pressure are not mechanisms
\ e \ 7

Failure condltldns: S S

-No identifiable\%:ier phrase |

- Mechanism requires assumption-of intent

- Classification depeh&s..gﬂ context not pr

T i

nt in the text

In these cases, no mechanism is assigned. v

L >4
4
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SECTION 1l - NON-MECHANISM PATTERN LAYER

5. NMP OVERVIEW
\ 4

Not all notable communication contains mechanisms.

People frequently use emotionally charged, self-referential,
ambiguous, or reactive language without attempting to |
manipulate, pressure, orcontrol the listener. If these ordinary
patterns are mislabeled as mechanisms, the system loses .
specificity and begins to over-mterpret normal communication.

/"'

The Non-Mechanism Pattern Layer (NMP) X|sts to sd\lve this

problem. | / |
| |
NPI’VIP tagk desdrlbe recurrmg comﬁ{umcatlorr patterE}that l'nay
influence tone clarity, or interpretation but do not i dependently
meet the thres‘aold for m\echanlsm classification.
X /,.

These patterns a\\bservatlonal rather than ca al

.

FLLTTN

They answer the questibn.m
If no mechanism is present, what communication pattern is

being oLbserved"

= [
NMP patterns serve four functions:

&

1. Prevent over-labeling of mechanisms.
2. Preserve useful descriptive information.
3. Capture structural features of ordinary communication. |
4. Improve calibration by distinguishing pressure from expression.

|

\“;JC;‘ P - '_||
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~ NMP tags may coexist with mechanisms, but they do not imply
- manipulation.

- Examples: \ 4

- A message may be emotionally charged without containing a

| ¢ mechanism.

- NMP tags should Iﬁxsed conservatlvely.

- The goal is not to classﬁTewry stylistic fe

- 6. NMP PATTERNS

-A speaker may shift attentfpjgihemselves without attemptmg to

redirect influence. Fo
- A statement may signal closure without ac%ppressing .

disagreement.

NMP classification is appryfa/riate when;

\
L W,
(] \\\
Y
|

_-No clearlmechamsm is present b

- - Ti:le pa'ttérn |skdescr|pt|ve rather‘EHan coercﬂle + ] e
_ - The effect is tonal rather than directional. |

- - Carrier phrase: do not ert mechanlsm geflmtlons

./

FLLTTN

re of language. The goal
is to preserve meaningful observations while maintaining strict
boundaries between normal communication and applied influence.

1. Affective Framing:
Emotionally charged language that shapes tone or interpretation

- without applying direct pressure. |

|



2. Self-Shift: "j_
Redirects focus from the original topic to the speaker’s own
experience, feelings, or perspective.

3. Closure Signaling |
Language indicating reS|gnat|on finality, or withdrawal W|thout
explicitly discouraging disagreement. |
/

—

T

e,

4. Defensive Qualific

Introduces explanations or disclaimers |rm to protect the )
speaker from anticipated judgment. \

\
5. Context Shielding: |
Provides situational f:ontext that may soften mter etati n of a
statement or'[fhawor '- % ‘{
|
6. Implicit Aud}gnce Broanast
A message directed to one person butconstructed to be received
as a broader state\1\1ent
- -
7. Narrative Ampllflcafi‘on
Uses additional detail or stcryteﬂmg to intensify emotional
salience without altering the core claim. =

NEERE

8. Direct Challenge: |
Explicit questioning or confrontation that does not itself contain a
mechanism.

9. Ambivalent Signaling: |
Communicates mixed or contradictory positions without resolvmg
them. ¢

—
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- 10. Reflective Disclosure:

- applying pressure to the listener.

—

A vulnerability is ﬁot a flaw.

effective.

Open description of internal state, beliefs, or experiences without

\ 4

SECTION IV — VULNERABILITY LAYER

= ]

7. HOST VULNERABILITIES

Their effectiveness depe s in part oﬁ“&:h\aracteris}cs of the
receiving system—the ho t | \

f

B Ve¢t$rLLM"vulnerab|l|tles ar%ﬁefmed asj conte L ] = 4
sensitivities that i mcrease the probability thgt a given mechanism

| wﬂlmfluencep rception,’ Q1terpret'at|on ybehawor

\\\-.._‘ | //

L | o

- These conditions may be: >

- temporary,

- situational,
- developmental,

- or trait-based.

T

\“Z\/,Q&? P R -
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Examples include:

- heightened need for approval,

- discomfort with uncertainty,

- elevated fear,

- or strong deference to authorlty

. Vulnerabilities explain why the same message may affect different

- VectorLLM does nc}t\infer that a vulnerability i

- Vulnerability Matrix.

individuals in different ways. | B

> What character'stlc of the hostmakes this mec - nism more

/ b \

Important distinctions;" Sk '“
b — e ;J+ H+ — <
- Mechanisms descrlbe the structure of the message,
- Vulnerabilities descrlbe\the susceptlblllty of the host.
- Outcomes desc\rlbe the resultlngbeh

resent with
ility is most

FLLTTN

certainty. Rather, it ic\l“entjfies which vulne
plausibly being targeted by the mechanism.
& |

Vulnerabilities should be selected using the Mechanism -» r

Maximum recommendation:
- One primary vulnerability
- Optional secondary vulnerability when strongly justified |

|



- A MoralFramin\g Sensiti{ii\y
- obligation. &

- 5. Authority Dependence

% A
VY
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The purpose of this layer is explanatory.

It provides a principled account of why particular forms of
. language can exert influence undey certain conditions.

8. VULNERABILITY SET

1. Belonging Need ,_;;_ |
Sensitivity to social incl d fear of exclusion.

———
—

jon, acceptance;

2. Validation Seeking
Dependence on external approval or confirmation o{worth.
N e

3. Guilt Sensitivity / | \

B Helghtened reﬁponswehess tom;nphed respon5|b|l|ty rne%ative
~ odtcomes. T = % '_J i

j.
|

Strong responsiveness to languagemvotvmg right, wrong, duty, or

X T

Tendency to defer to percelvediexpertrse, rank, or institutional
legltlméty -

. 6. Status Sensitivity

Concern with reputation, comparison, rank, or perceived standing.

7. Urgency Reactivity

. Reduced deliberation when decisions are framed as time-sensitive.

|

FLLTTN
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8. Fear Reactivity
Increased responsiveness to threat, risk, or potential harm.

9. Uncertainty Intolerance v
Discomfort with ambiguity, nuance, or unresolved complexity.

10. Conflict Avoidance | |
Preference for reducing interpersonal tension and avoiding |
disagreement. i, R

S TIONV-IVfI-_\PPINGLA R
\

9. MECHANISM VULNEBA/BILITY MATRIX
|

T e MT-. hanlsm > Vulnerablllty Maj:nx links each Ilnvuglstlc ﬁchaglsm
to the host coﬂdltlons most llkely&o mcreasé its effec |ven

This matrix ser\\les asa co\nstralnt layer /
Without it, vulner ility aSS|gnment becomes subjective and
inconsistent. With it, the analystis guided toward a limited set of
plausible targets based\on\!]_e structure of the mechanism itself.

S =

FLLTTN

The matfrix answers the question:
=) [

> Which host vulnerability is this mechanism most likely attempting to

exploit? A |

Each mechanism is mapped to:
- one primary vulnerability, |
- and, where appropriate, one secondary vulnerability.

|

v
) A W M R S R S |
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Primary mappings should be used by default.

fSecondary mappings are optional and should only be applied when
the text clearly supports them. Y

éMechanis_m > Vulnerability Matrix

Mechanism Primary Secondary
Vulnerability Vulnerability
Identity Hook Belonging Need |Validation
Seeking
- Belonging Lure Belonging Need
~p 4
. Guilt Loading Guilt Sensitivity |Validation
Seeking
Duty Framing Moral Framing |Guilt Sensitivity
Sensitivity
Authority Frame |Authority Status Sensitivity
Dependence

False Consensus |Belonging Need |Uncertainty
Tolerance

Status Pressure Status
Sensitivity

L_. TR .‘:v%y_ __ e —
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Mechanism Primary Secondary
Vulnerability Vulnerability

Urgency Urgency Authority

Capture Reactivity Dependence

Scarcity Trigger |Urgency Fear Reactivity
Reactivity

Fear Priming

Fear Reactivity

Moral Inversion

Moral Framing

Sensitivity
Question Conflict Authority
Suppression Avoidance Dependence
Ambiguity Fog |Uncertainty

Tolerance
Euphemistic Uncertainty Moral Framing
Masking Tolerance Senditivity
Repetition Drive |Uncertainty

Tolerance

A4

ERERRRE
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" Cluster Observations
Several mechanisms converge on the same vulnerability.

‘ Belonging Cluster
- Identity Hook

' - Belonging Lure |
- False Consensus i

Pressure Cluster
- Urgency Capture
- Scarcity Trigger
- Fear Priming

- Cognitive Slmp(llflcatlon Cluster o .

i | 2.4 PR ] - —

— - Ambiguity Fog = v - '

~ - Repetition Drive ;

- -Slogan Compression
- Complexity Suppression

~ Conflict Manageméﬁt\gluster
- - Question Suppression
- Conflict Preemption . :
% |
These clusters suggest that diverse surface forms may target the
- same underlying sensitivities.

£2.

10. MATRIX APPLICATION RULES

- The matrix is intended to constrain judgment, not replace it. Use the
. following procedure when assigning vulnerabilities.

|

<
4
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Step 1 — Identify the Mechanism
-Determine which mechanism best matches the carrier phrase.

Step 2 — Consult the Matrix -
-Locate the corresponding primary vulnerability.

 Step 3 — ASS|gn the Primary Vulnera'blllty
-Use the primary mapping unless there is clear textual support| for an

T

alternative. s "

: Step 4 — Consider a Secondary Vulr;e_rability \ )

s \
b

Add only if: | /
- the secondary mapping is listed, | \
“-and the text strbngly supports |t - R |
b 4 i @5’? S + H+ — <

“Step 5 — Preserve Uncertainty |
—-If the targeted v&lnerablllt\x is unclear, as /gn only the/primary
mapping or leave t\I{e vulnerablllty freld ‘uncertain.

Constraints \\ -

- Prefer one vulnerability.-

- Use two only when justlfled ——
- Do not invent mappings outside the matrix without explicit rationale.

- Avoid diagnosing stable personality-traits. (

- Vulnerabilities are contextual hypotheses, not facts.

&
Example
-Text:

“Everyone agrees this is the best option. Let’s not overthink it.’

|

FLLTTN

P



VECTORLLM . LRLLATRARAR A + 4 +

. Mechanisms:
' - False Consensus
- - Complexity Suppression

- Step 1 — Capture \

R |
“ Collect a short text sample, typically on

— 11. FIELD PROTOCOL (5- S/TEP PRO&ESS) jL
u

Vulnerabilities:
- Belonging Need
- Uncertainty Intolerance

= | ]

I . |
This example illustrates how-multiple anisms can target
different host sensitivities S|multaneously

SECTIONVI-FIELD USE \

/ - . R \

| -
> — ‘ —— a b -
The Fleld Pro\tocol prowdes a sta?‘ldardlzed /proced

=

to reduce over-interpretation and improv

-- repeatability.

three sentences.
!

Preferred sources:
- - emails,

- social media posts,
- advertisements,

- workplace communication,

- - interpersonal messages.

d_-.-

\'\«
O

e for applying
VectorLLM to real-world text. The protocol i ej intentio ally constrained

HERERR




- Step 3 — Label
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- Step 2 — Identify

Locate the carrier phrase or phrases responsible for the observed
effect. Highlight the minimal text that supports classification.

Assign:

- and one primary'vulnerability.— \
— Step 4 — Analyze \
‘ | 'I Va 7 = 1 .
- Briefly bmlplaiﬁr L N YT '} [+ 4
- why the mechanism applies, | / |
- - what pressurelis being exerted,
- and which host'condition i'sxhg_i__ngﬂtafgetéi.

FLLTTN

- Step 5 — Review \\ Jls

.

B

Audit the classification: —~—~——— —
e
- Could fewer mechanisms explain the text? |
. - Did | confuse tone with structure? |
- Is the carrier phrase precise? '
- Would another analyst agree?

£2.

. If not, revise or discard. |

|

<
\'\
\
|
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- 12. ANNOTATION FORMAT

. VectorLLM uses a structured annotation schema to preserve
. consistency.

‘ json

o

| "text||'|5 "",

‘ "mechanisms": [], = S s
|

|

|

|

"nmp_tags":[],

-} | r T
. B e W L+ — <

- Field Definitions: / |

| /s
© text \ S A

., ens) TEmy //

-The complete text being analyzed.

5

mechanisms S
 -List of assigned mechanisms:
L
] nmp_tags ol

_ -Optional descriptive tags for non-mechanism patterns.

| _
' host_vulnerabilities 5

- -Primary and optional secondary vulnerabilities.

_ carrier_phrases
-Exact text segments supporting the classification.

|_ A S : “.0”

N &

HERERR




I Analyst confidence on a scale from 0.0 to 1.0. —
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- confidence
- -Analyst confidence on a scale from 0.0 to 1.0.

_— A /
_ Example: | \i ¢

=—

" json \ \ ¢ P P g
{ \ & o

- nuance." }

v
reason
-Brief explanation of why the labets-were assigned.#### confidence

—

el

reason
-Brief explanation of why the labelswere asw### confidence
Analyst confidence’on a scale from 0.0 to 1.0.

- e \\\
reason - /

|

_ -Brief explanation of why the labelg were aSSIgned '»

e e — v}- -+ — <

"text': "Everyoné\grees thls is the best option/Let’s not overthink
t n

"mechamsms" ["false tensensus" "
"nmp_ _tags":[], | i
"host_vulnerabilities": ["'belonging_need", .
"uncertainty_intolerance"],

"carrier_phrases": [ "Everyone agrees", ""Let’s not overthink it" ],
"confidence": 0.91, a

"reason": "The text invokes group agreement and dismisses

FLLTTN

plexity_suppression"],

L >4
\
|
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13. COMMON ERRORS

The most frequent failure modes are conceptual rather than
technical. -

1. Over-Labeling
Assigning mechanisms to every r ﬁgtable feature of a message.

Correction: Label only what'is directly supported by the carrier
phrase.

2. Confusing Tope with Mec/hanism--ﬁ..._ : \
e e \ %
Emotion does not autor{atlcally Fmply mﬂuence \
Correction: ITﬂentlfy the structural _pressure being applied.
> | l| R i;}ff S —
| ¢ |
3. Missing the Carrier Phrase / |

| /

Labels W|thou>t\exact tex\tual support are/ unreliab

Correction: nghllghtthe m|n|mattrlggermg language.

4. Exceeding the Two-Mechanism Limit

More labels usually indicate weak prioritization. ]
Correction: Keep only the strongest and most direct
mechanisms.

5. Conflating Layers

Mechanisms, NMP tags, and vulnerabilities serve different
functions.
| Correction: Maintain clear separation between layers.

—

h W,
&f(? + + + o
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' 6. Assuming Intent

The framework evaluates structure, not motive.
- Correction: Describe what is observable.

7. 1gnoring Uncertainty

Correction: Use lower confidence or leave fields unassigned.

Ambiguous cases should remaing;n?rﬁe_gglved. i
|

. Final Audit Questions

|

_ Before accepting/any ann ‘}{tion, ask: \ \ '
— - Is the carrier phrase explicit? | \
- Does the mecHanlsm definition fit dJrectly" P
-- Cguld {:h‘s be qxplamed by an NMP'pattern |Hstead7 '} ] =

- Is the vulnerabhility supported by Qhe matrix? |
- -Would another nalyst llkgly agree" /
\

14. LABELED EXAMPLES B vt
. The purpose of calibration is to ensure that the framework is being
applied consistently.
| &
Definitions alone are insufficient. Analysts must see how mechanisms,
"NMP patterns, and vulnerabilities are assigned in practice.

T(Ile examples below are intentionally brief and use the full annotatlon |
format.

d_--

\”;\/,@ P R -

N ® —t
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- They demonstrate:
. - precise carrier phrase selection,
. - conservative labeling, v

- Example 1 — False Consensus + Co—n;plexity Suppression

- and disciplined use of the two-mechanism constraint.

| &
Text: = e

“Everyone agrees this is the best op_tion. Let’s hot overthink it.”

"mech nism#": [ |

> "false_consensus",| =~ %'
"complexit'y_suppre§sion"

I, \

"nmp_tags": ﬁ \ sl

"host_vulnerabilities": [
"belonging_negd':, -
"uncertainty_intol‘érapfe"

]9 S !

"carriér_phrases": [ -
"Everyone agrees'", -
"Let's not overthink it"

1, A

"confidence'": 0.91,

"reason": "The message invokes implied group agreement and

dismisses nuance."

W 4V
4\/\(} + + + o

FLLTTN




B e - — P —
VECTORLLM + + + 4+

- Example 2 — Guilt Loading + Conflict Preemption
: 4

‘ Text:
“After everythmg I’ve done for you 1 guess | know where | stand.”

O

jSOI‘I |d-"6dr6|c" /ff*;--ax

|
|
| "mechanisms': [
| "guilt_loadin
|

],

"nmp_tags":[ / '
P"clpsUre signalmg il *‘%f;’ A J | ‘}; ] e ol

jm ]’ ' | |
—  "host_vulner: bllltles"*[ | Vi
\ "guilt_ sen3t|V|ty \.\ /

., s Ty //

"conflict avo\dance" o

—

HERERR

1, \

"carrier_phrases": [ N
"After everything I'v@"ﬂong_@r' you"
"I guess | know where | stand"

| I, /

"confidence": 0.88,
"reason": "The message implies obligation and frames the
interaction as emotionally closed."

i v & I
Lo . B N S g : ‘\/‘f? & B B W ST p
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. Example 3 — NMP Only

: - Text:

- “I’m exhausted and probably overreactmg, but | needed to say how |
‘ - feel”

_Jsonid="clx6ga"

— I —

|

| | |
‘ { e TR
|
|
|
|

"mechanisms": [],
"nmp_tags":[

"affective_framing", B e
"defensive_gqualificat < Y
T "reflective/disclosure" | \
Phost_ ﬁlulne}abllltles“ [, — '6; — ] -} H+ — <

- "carrier_phrases": [],| / |

~ "confidence'; 0.79,
"reason": "Th\; message\ls emotwnally/{xpressw but does not
apply directional pressure."

B 24 i)

\\

-
" Example 4 — Authority Frame.-
L

e il

Text:

- “The experts have already determined this is the only responsible
choice.”

&
~ jsonid="f23e6n"
{
~ "mechanisms": [
"authority_frame"
\:\;5‘ b B b W RIS T
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"nmp_tags": [],
"host_vulnerabilities': [
"authority_dependence"

1,

"carrier_phrases": [ hd
‘ "The experts have already determined"
" —
| "confldence" 0.90,
‘ "reason": "The message%tﬁutesaythonty for mdependent
|
|
|
|

evaluation."

Example 5 — Ambiguity Fog — = X

~ Text: | | \
: “\I\!,e mqy need to reV|S|tfsome congerns as C|rfumstanjres ev?lye o
k A
— jsonid=" jv44wk"
R \ iy

"mechanisms'": [
"ambiguity_fo‘g(

FLLTTN

1,

"nmp_tags": [], .

"host1__vulnerabilities": [
"uncertainty_intolerance"

1, ik i

"carrier_phrases": [ |

"revisit some concerns", @

""as circumstances evolve"

], "confidence": 0.84,

"reason'": "The language is intentionally vague in a context

requiring specificity."

H
' o
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- Rationale: Emoti\ogl expressiSh’ alone does not

_ Edge Case 2 — Finality WitﬁB‘i‘jtSuppressmn
e

VECTORLLM + + + 4

- 15. EDGE CASES

- Edge cases test the boundaries of the framework.

v
These examples are important because they reveal where

mechanisms are uncertain, where NMP tags are more appropriate,
‘- and where no classification should be assigned.

The goal is not to force
discipline.

Edge Case 1 — Emotion Without Mechanism \

& %
Text: ' rf/ | \

~ “Pmreally disappointed.” R \ !

- Assessment: | | / |

_ - Mechanisms: ﬁpne .Y | /”

- NMP: Affective Framing ~. — -
nstitute

pressure. —

\\
-

e

Text: >

~ “l think it’s best if we move on.”

Assessment:
- Mechanisms: None

. - NMP: Closure Signaling
- Rationale: The statement communicates finality but does not

/discourage disagreement.

L >4
4

déETsff;hTfFé“ lis to preserve analytical

FLLTTN



. Text:
~ “This matters. It really matters.

- Mechapisms: None | -

- Text:

. - Rationale: Time pre\sure is factual rather than

- Edge Case 5 — Uncertaln\Cias_sm_gatlon :

'\,II'FZ..[“I'I JF\!L[IJl 4 TRLLRLR AR LAY + 4 <+

- Edge Case 3 — Repetition for Emphasis

» vV

Assessment: i

- NMP: Narrative Amplification—————_
- Rationale: Repetition atone does not meet the threshold for
Repetition Drive.

Edge Case4 — L

+— S,
\
“,
\
\'\
\

/ ‘
/ A\ \

- “The m|eet|ngjtartsm five mmut@&; P J | v}> H+ — <
~ Assessment: | b
" -Mechanisms: None e Vg

\ o 2 ens) TEmy /‘J,/

- NMP: None \

rsuasive.

FLLTTN

it _
Text: #

- “People are talking.”

Assessment: =
- Possible Mechanisms: False Consensus

. - Confidence: Low
" - Recommended Action: Mark uncertain or leave unlabeled. |

|

L >4
\'\
\
|
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+16. REAL-WORLD CONTEXTS

.VectorLLM is designed to operate across domains.

underlying structure remains stabfé?

‘ Workplace Communication /I;. %

. Example '; ..
_“Leadership nee&s this coqpleted today ¢ /

- Urgency Capture N

\ 4

The same mechanism may appear in different settings while serving
similar functional roles. The context changes the surface form. The

e
I

Common mechanis
- Duty Frame |
- Authority Fram

-
_-Urgency Capture // |
e Amblgmty Fog '

2

o P

Potential mechan.gms s Yo
- Authority Frame \ T

Social Media

‘Common mechanisms:

- False Consensus
- Moral Inversion

' - Conflict Preemption
- Repetition Drive

| Example:
| “Everyone knows this is the truth.” 7

¢
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" Sales and Marketing

-Common mechanisms:

.- Scarcity Trigger -
- Fear Priming |
- Status Pressure

| &

' Example:

“Only a few spots remain.>—

~ Common mecharisms: / = \

—- Guilt Loading / | _ \

~ - Identity Hook | / e g

_-Cénflict Preemption |~ — % — R

\

| /
— Example: \Q Y ’/

“l guess | know h {\l much | matter to you:

Political Messaging \\ .

et

NG,
i 0

Common mechanisms: T
- Slogan Compression
- Moral Inversion s
- Question Suppression
| -
- Example:
“If you care about freedom, you already know what to do.”

P . SR s e . \-\2\;\3‘5/
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17. SELF-ANALYSIS

-One of the most valuable uses of VectorLLM is retrospective

self-analysis.

v
Applying the framework to one’s own communication reveals recurring |,

patterns, assumptions, and influence strategies that may otherwise go '

sunnoticed. |
of | b
The objective is not self-criticism. =
The objective isincreaséd awareness. \ :
Questions for Self-Analysis — \

—  -Which NMP

=—

=
1

- Which mechapisms do | use most often?.
tterns recur in my/communication? \
- Which vulnerabilities do I respond to most strongly
-How'has my communication chahged over time? jr -+ —
- What patterns appear during strless? ,

\ | /,

Recommended Pl\r‘ocess G s e
1. Select past mes\ifes, posts, or emails.
2. Annotate using the standard schema.
3. Compare patterns across time..

4. Identify recurring tendencies. —

5. Revise communication where appropriate. -

FLLTTN

Benefits

Self-analysis can:

- reveal habitual framing patterns,

- reduce reactive communication,

- improve precision,

- and strengthen resistance to external influence.

\'2;‘. } Sl
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